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Abstract
We consider the Banach algebra LUC(G)∗ for a not necessarily locally compact topological group G. Our
goal is to characterize the topological centre Zt (LUC(G)∗) of LUC(G)∗. For locally compact groups G, it
is well known that Zt (LUC(G)∗) equals the measure algebra M(G). We shall prove that for every second
countable (not precompact) group G, we have Zt (LUC(G)∗) = M(Ĝ), where Ĝ denotes the completion of G
with respect to its right uniform structure (if G is precompact, then Zt (LUC(G)∗) = LUC(G)∗, of course). In
fact, this will follow from our more general result stating that for any separable (or any precompact) group G,
we have Zt (LUC(G)∗) = Leb(G), where Leb(G) denotes the algebra of uniform measures. The latter result
also partially answers a conjecture made by I. Csiszár 35 years ago [I. Csiszár, On the weak∗ continuity of
convolution in a convolution algebra over an arbitrary topological group, Studia Sci. Math. Hungar. 6 (1971)
27–40]. We shall give similar results for the topological centre Λ(GLUC) of the LUC-compactification
GLUC of G. In particular, we shall prove that for any second countable (not precompact) group G admitting
a group completion, we have Λ(GLUC) = Ĝ (if G is precompact, then Λ(GLUC) = GLUC). Finally, we shall
show that every linear (left) LUC(G)∗-module map on LUC(G) is automatically continuous whenever G is,
e.g., separable and not precompact.
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1. Introduction
In this paper we are concerned with the problem of describing the topological centre
Zt(LUC(G)∗) of the Banach algebra LUC(G)∗, and the topological centre Λ(GLUC) of the LUC-
compactification of G, for a not necessarily locally compact topological group G. Both problems
have been extensively studied in the locally compact case. The first problem was originally con-
sidered by A. Zappa in [38] for G = (R,+) and for discrete subgroups of (R,+). It was solved
for locally compact abelian groups by M. Grosser and V. Losert in [14], and without the assump-
tion of commutativity by A.T.-M. Lau in [20], where it was proved that, if G is a locally compact
group, then Zt(LUC(G)∗) equals the measure algebra M(G). The second problem was solved
by A.T.-M. Lau and J.S. Pym in [21], where it was established that, for locally compact groups,
Λ(GLUC) coincides with G; see also the paper [22] by A.T.-M. Lau, P. Milnes and J.S. Pym.
A simpler proof of the slightly stronger assertion Λ(GLUC \ G) = ∅ was given by I. Protasov
and J.S. Pym in [35]. The second author of the present paper considered in [26] the topological
centre problem for the algebra L1(G)∗∗ endowed with the first Arens product, as well as for its
quotient LUC(G)∗ and, by introducing a new, unified approach to these problems, proved that
Zt(L1(G)∗∗) = L1(G) and Zt(LUC(G)∗) = M(G). He was then able to show in [27] by a similar
technique that, when G is a locally compact group, Λ(GLUC \ G) = ∅.
We show that for every second countable (not precompact) group G, the equality
Zt
(
LUC(G)∗)= M(Ĝ)
holds, where Ĝ denotes the completion of G with respect to its right uniform structure (generated
by the sets {(x, y) ∈ G×G: xy−1 ∈ U}, where U is a neighbourhood of the identity e of G); note
that if G is precompact, then obviously Zt(LUC(G)∗) = LUC(G)∗. We even prove a more general
result which has the above as a consequence: for any separable (or any precompact) group G, we
have
Zt
(
LUC(G)∗)= Leb(G), (1.1)
where Leb(G) denotes the algebra of uniform measures. This also gives a partial—affirmative—
answer to a conjecture made by I. Csiszár in 1971 (see [8, Remark (ii), p. 33]). Moreover, as we
shall see, the inclusions
M(Ĝ) ⊆ Leb(G) ⊆ Zt
(
LUC(G)∗) (1.2)
hold for any topological group G. The main tool for the proof of (1.1) is our Theorem 3.4, an
analogue for non-locally compact groups of [25, Satz 3.6.2] (see also [28]).
Moreover, we shall derive similar results for the topological centre Λ(GLUC) of the LUC-
compactification GLUC of G. Namely, for any second countable (not precompact) group G ad-
mitting a group completion, we have Λ(GLUC) = Ĝ; analogously to the above situation, if G is
precompact, then Λ(GLUC) = GLUC. As shown in [12], the inclusion Ĝ ⊆ Λ(GLUC) holds for any
topological group G. In fact, we shall consider a natural subsemigroup DL(G) of GLUC defined
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the setting of semigroup compactifications; we then obtain the precise analogue of (1.2):
Ĝ ⊆ DL(G) ⊆ Λ(GLUC) (1.3)
for any topological group G.
Finally, we shall prove a result on automatic continuity: every linear (left) LUC(G)∗-module
map on LUC(G) is automatically bounded whenever G is, for instance, separable and not pre-
compact.
2. Preliminaries
Given any group G and s ∈ G we denote by rs (s ) the right (left) translation by s, defined
by (rsf )(t) := f (ts) ((sf )(t) := f (st)) for t ∈ G and f :G → C. We denote the identity of G
by e.
We write Cb(G) for the space of complex-valued, bounded, continuous functions on G. We
denote by LUC(G) the subspace of Cb(G) consisting of left uniformly continuous functions on G,
i.e., the functions f ∈ Cb(G) for which the map G  s → sf ∈ (Cb(G),‖ · ‖∞) is continuous.
Note that there is no common notation in the literature; e.g., our space LUC(G) is written as
Ur(G) in [8].
If n ∈ LUC(G)∗ and f ∈ LUC(G), then the function n · f defined by
(n · f )(x) := 〈n, xf 〉 (x ∈ G)
belongs to LUC(G) (see, for example, [6, Theorem 4.4.3]), i.e., LUC(G) is left introverted.
This operation induces a natural product on LUC(G)∗ defined by
〈m · n,f 〉 := 〈m,n · f 〉 (m,n ∈ LUC(G)∗, f ∈ LUC(G)),
which turns LUC(G)∗ into a Banach algebra and LUC(G) into a left LUC(G)∗-module with the
action introduced above.
Definition 2.1. The topological centre Zt(LUC(G)∗) of LUC(G)∗ is defined as the set of ele-
ments m ∈ LUC(G)∗ such that left multiplication by m is w∗–w∗-continuous.
Remark 2.2. Let us briefly note that the question of determining Zt(LUC(G)∗) is only in-
teresting for groups G that are not precompact. Indeed, in the precompact case, we have
LUC(G) = WAP(G), the algebra of weakly almost periodic functions on G (cf., e.g., [6, Corol-
lary 4.4.11]), and it is well known that multiplication in WAP(G)∗ (defined as in LUC(G)∗) is
separately w∗–w∗-continuous. Hence Zt(LUC(G)∗) = LUC(G)∗ whenever G is precompact.
If we denote by δx the point evaluation at x (x ∈ G) and consider the w∗-closure δGw∗ ⊆
LUC(G)∗ of the set of all point evaluations, then (cf. [6]) this set with the induced product (and
the topology inherited from the w∗-topology on LUC(G)∗) is a semigroup compactification of G;
this compactification is denoted by GLUC. It equals the spectrum of the commutative C∗-algebra
LUC(G). It can also be shown that GLUC is the largest semigroup compactification, in the sense
that any other semigroup compactification of G is a natural quotient of GLUC. Moreover, GLUC
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dense orbit (see [19] or [32]).
Definition 2.3. The topological centre Λ(GLUC) of GLUC is defined as the set of all points x ∈
GLUC such that left multiplication by x is continuous.
We now recall the definition and basic properties of uniform measures which—under different
names—have first been introduced and studied by Berezanskii [5], Fedorova [11] and LeCam
[23,24]; Csiszár [8] investigated an equivalent property for positive functionals on LUC(G)
which he called ρ-continuity. Below we shall use Csiszár’s terminology (extended to not neces-
sarily positive functionals). Caution is advised with the notion of “measure”: uniform measures
are generally not measures in the usual sense, but merely functionals on LUC(G) with an ad-
ditional continuity property (which they share in particular with ordinary measures). For very
recent interesting developments in this area we recommend Pachl’s work [30] which moreover
gives an excellent survey of the subject—and in fact also refers to (an earlier version of) the
present paper.
Definition 2.4. Let G be a topological group.
(i) A family of functions {fi | i ∈ I } ⊆ LUC(G) is equi-LUC if for all ε > 0 there exists a
neighbourhood U of e such that ‖xfi − fi‖∞ < ε for all i ∈ I and x ∈ U .
(ii) The algebra Leb(G) of ρ-continuous functionals on LUC(G) (or of uniform measures) is
defined to be the subalgebra of LUC(G)∗ consisting of all functionals m ∈ LUC(G)∗ such
that, if (fα) ⊆ Ball(LUC(G)) is an equi-LUC net of functions with fα → 0 pointwise, then
〈m,fα〉 → 0. The algebra consisting of the functionals m ∈ LUC(G)∗ which satisfy the
above property only for equi-LUC sequences will be denoted by Lebs(G).
Remark 2.5. Let G be a topological group.
(i) Clearly, Leb(G) and Lebs(G) are norm-closed subalgebras of LUC(G)∗.
(ii) Leb(G) and Lebs(G) are bands in LUC(G)∗; this follows from [24, Lemma 3].
(iii) If G is separable, we have Leb(G) = Lebs(G). Indeed, if m ∈ Leb(G) (respectively, m ∈
Lebs(G)), then on every bounded equi-LUC subset of LUC(G), the functional m is (sequen-
tially) continuous for the topology of pointwise convergence. But on such a set pointwise
convergence is equivalent to pointwise convergence on a dense subset. Since the topology
of pointwise convergence on a countable set is metrizable, sequential continuity implies
continuity.
(iv) If G is precompact, then Leb(G) = LUC(G)∗; see [24, Note, p. 18].
Finally, we recall various notions of boundedness for a topological group. These concepts are
studied in detail in [1–3,15].
Definition 2.6. A topological group G is called:
(i) bounded if, given any neighbourhood V of e, there exist n ∈ N and a finite subset F ⊆ G
such that G = V nF ;
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subset F ⊆ G such that G = VF ;
(iii) ω-bounded if, given any neighbourhood V of e, there exists a countable subset C ⊆ G such
that G = VC.
For the following, let us recall a very useful combinatorial result on partitions of groups.
Theorem 2.7. If G = A1 ∪ · · · ∪Am is a finite partition of an arbitrary group G, then there exists
a subset A = Ai of the partition such that G = A−1AF for some finite subset F ⊆ G.
Proof. This is [34, Theorem 11.5.1]. 
Remark 2.8. Let G be a topological group.
(i) Suppose that, for every neighbourhood V of e, there exist finite subsets A,B ⊆ G and n ∈ N
such that
G =
⋃
x∈A
y∈B
xV ny,
then G is bounded.
(ii) Suppose that, for every neighbourhood V of e, there exist finite subsets A,B ⊆ G such that
G =
⋃
x∈A
y∈B
xVy,
then G is totally bounded.
Proof. We shall only prove (i) since (ii) is obtained similarly.
We can obviously assume V to be symmetric. By Theorem 2.7, there exist points x˜ ∈ A and
y˜ ∈ B and a finite subset F ⊆ G such that
G =
⋃
x∈F
(
x˜V ny˜
)−1(
x˜V ny˜
)
x.
Hence, G =⋃x∈F y˜−1V 2ny˜x, which implies that G = y˜G =⋃x∈F V 2ny˜x. 
When G is locally compact, the concepts of boundedness and compactness coincide. In
the realm of non-locally compact groups the class of unbounded, separable (in particular, ω-
bounded) groups is very large indeed. Here we recall a few examples of such groups.
• The abelian groups (Qn,+), (Q \ {0}, ·), (An,+) and (A \ {0}, ·) are separable and un-
bounded. Here by A we denote the set of algebraic numbers over Z with the topology induced
by the standard topology of R.
• Any separable locally convex (in particular, Banach) space is an unbounded, separable
abelian group.
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(with pointwise multiplication) of continuous functions f :X → T, endowed with the topol-
ogy of uniform convergence on bounded subsets. Then the connected component C0b(X,T)
of the identity is a separable, unbounded group (see [31, Lemma 7]).
• Any closed subgroup of the infinite permutation group S∞ with the pointwise convergence
topology is a group admitting “small open subgroups” (i.e., it has a countable neighbourhood
basis at e consisting of open subgroups), and is Polish (see [4, 1.5]); hence it is unbounded
if and only if it is not precompact.
• IfF is a Fraïssé structure (see for instance [33] or [19]), then its automorphism group Aut(F)
is a separable, unbounded group. This class in particular contains the automorphism group
Aut(Γ ) of the infinite, countable random graph Γ and the automorphism group of (Q,).
3. The factorization theorem
We start by recalling a well-known concept.
Definition 3.1. A family {Ai | i ∈ I } of subsets of G is left uniformly separated if there exists a
neighbourhood V of e such that VAi ∩ VAj = ∅ whenever i, j ∈ I with i = j .
The following lemma shows that pointwise sums of LUC-functions still belong to LUC(G)
under suitable conditions involving the above notion.
Lemma 3.2. Let G be a topological group. Consider a family of functions {ui | i ∈ I } ⊆ LUC(G)
that is bounded and equi-LUC. Suppose further that the sets supp(ui) are left uniformly sepa-
rated. Then the ( pointwise defined) function u =∑i∈I ui belongs to LUC(G).
Proof. This is [25, Proposition 3.2.6]; see also [28]. 
We now come to the factorization theorems which constitute the main tool of the paper, and
are of interest in their own right. They show that the factorization result [25, Satz 3.2.7] (cf. also
[28])—which concerns families of functions of cardinality κ(G) (the compact covering number
of G) on locally compact, non-compact groups—can be extended beyond the realm of local
compactness under some weak assumptions on G.
Theorem 3.3. Let G be an unbounded, ω-bounded group. Then there exists a sequence (ψn) ⊆
GLUC such that for every equi-LUC sequence (fn) ⊆ Ball(LUC(G)) there is a single function
f ∈ Ball(LUC(G)) such that the factorization
fn = ψn · f
holds for all n ∈ N.
Proof.1 By Remark 2.8(i) there exists a symmetric (open) neighbourhood V of e such that, for
all m ∈ N, the group G cannot be covered by finitely many sets of the form sV mt with s, t ∈ G.
1 Note added in proof: Theorem 3.3 can also be shown with the assumption ‘unbounded’ replaced by ‘not precompact’
by an argument similar to the one given for Theorem 3.4.
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is a covering of G.
Let Wk,m := Vmxk . Consider the family of all unions of finitely many sets Wk,m. This family
still forms a countable covering of G which we denote by {Kn | n ∈ I }, with |I | = ω.
We define a relation on I by
n ≺′ l ⇔ VKn  Kl.
Obviously, ≺′ is transitive. Moreover, ≺′ directs I . In order to see this, let n, l ∈ I . Since G is
unbounded, there exists p ∈ I such that Kp ⊆ VKn ∪ VKl . By construction, there exists q ∈ I
such that Kq = VKn ∪ VKl ∪Kp . This implies that n ≺′ q and l ≺′ q .
We consider the set I˜ := I × J , where |J | = ω. For n˜ = (n,h) ∈ I˜ we define Kn˜ := Kn and
An˜ := V 2Kn˜.
We construct by induction a net (yn˜)n˜∈I˜ with the property that
An˜y
−1
n˜
∩Am˜y−1m˜ = ∅ if n˜ = m˜. (3.1)
To this end we well-order I˜ by ≺w and impose that y−1n˜ /∈ A−1n˜ Am˜y−1m˜ for all m˜ ≺w n˜. This is
possible because each set A−1
n˜
Am˜y
−1
m˜
is a finite union of double translates of powers of V .
We define a relation on I˜ by
n˜ ≺ m˜ ⇔ VKn˜  Km˜.
Clearly, this relation is transitive and directs I˜ . Note that, for all (n,h) and (m, k) in I˜ , we have
(n,h) ≺ (m, k) if and only if n ≺′ m.
Let {Ui}∞i=1 be a sequence of symmetric (open) neighbourhoods of e such that U1 = V and
U2i+1 ⊆ Ui for all i ∈ N. By [16, Theorem 8.2], there exists a right invariant pseudo-metric d onG such that:
(i) d is uniformly continuous for the right uniform structure of G × G;
(ii) 12i−1  d(x, y) whenever xy−1 /∈ Ui .
For n˜ ∈ I˜ , we define the functions
un˜(x) := 1 − min
{
1, d(x,Kn˜)
}
(x ∈ G).
Since d is right invariant and continuous, {un˜ | n˜ ∈ I˜ } is an equi-LUC family. Moreover, the
functions un˜ have values in [0,1] and satisfy un˜|Kn˜ ≡ 1. Also,
supp(un˜) ⊆ VKn˜. (3.2)
For if x /∈ VKn˜, then by property (ii) of d , we have d(x,Kn˜) 1, whence un˜(x) = 0. We con-
clude that, for n˜, m˜ ∈ I˜ ,
un˜um˜ = un˜ whenever n˜ ≺ m˜. (3.3)
By (3.1), for each n˜ ∈ I˜ , we have
V supp(un˜) ⊆ V 2Kn˜ = An˜. (3.4)
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vn˜ = v(n,h) := ry(n,h) (u(n,h)fh) ∈ LUC(G)
for n˜ = (n,h) ∈ I˜ .
For n˜ = (n,h), m˜ = (m, k) ∈ I˜ with n˜ = m˜ we have
V supp(vn˜)∩ V supp(vm˜) = V supp(u(n,h)fh)y−1(n,h) ∩ V supp(u(m,k)fk)y−1(m,k)
⊆ V supp(u(n,h))y−1(n,h) ∩ V supp(u(m,k))y−1(m,k)
⊆ A(n,h)y−1(n,h) ∩A(m,k)y−1(m,k)
(
by (3.4)
)
= An˜y−1n˜ ∩Am˜y−1m˜
= ∅ (by (3.1)).
Hence, the sets supp(vn˜), n˜ ∈ I˜ , are uniformly separated in the right uniformity of G. Since
the families {u(n,h) | (n,h) ∈ I˜ } and {fh}h∈J are equi-LUC and norm-bounded, the family
{vn˜ | n˜ ∈ I˜ } is equi-LUC. Moreover, the family {vn˜ | n˜ ∈ I˜ } is norm-bounded. By Lemma 3.2,
the last three facts imply that the function f defined pointwise by
f :=
∑
n˜∈I˜
vn˜ =
∑
n∈I
∑
h∈J
ry(n,h) (u(n,h)fh)
belongs to LUC(G). Obviously, ‖f ‖∞  1.
Let F be an ultrafilter on I which dominates the order filter. For h ∈ J , we define
ψh := w∗- lim
n→F
δ
y−1
(n,h)
∈ GLUC.
We now show that the factorization
fh = ψh · f
holds for all h ∈ J . By (3.1) and (3.4) we know that for all (n,h), (m, k) ∈ I˜ with (n,h) = (m, k):
supp(ry(n,h)u(n,h))∩ supp(ry(m,k)u(m,k)) = ∅. (3.5)
We note that for all (n,h), (m, k), (l, c) ∈ I˜ with (l, c) ≺ (m, k):
u(l,c)
(
r
y−1
(m,k)
ry(n,h) (u(n,h)fh)
)= u(l,c)(u(m,k)ry−1
(m,k)
ry(n,h) (u(n,h)fh)
) (
by (3.3)
)
= u(l,c)
(
r
y−1
(m,k)
(
ry(m,k) (u(m,k))ry(n,h) (u(n,h)fh)
))
= δ(n,h),(m,k)u(l,c)fk
(
by (3.3) and (3.5)
)
.
Fix x ∈ G. By the above we obtain for all k ∈ J and (l, c) ∈ I˜ :
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m→F
u(l,c)(x)
(
r
y−1
(m,k)
(f )
)
(x)
= lim
m→F
∑
n∈I
∑
h∈J
u(l,c)(x)
(
r
y−1
(m,k)
ry(n,h) (u(n,h)fh)
)
(x)
= u(l,c)(x)fk(x).
Since u(l,c) → 1 pointwise, we have ψk · f = fk for all k ∈ J , as desired. 
If the group G is not just assumed to be ω-bounded but separable, we can considerably
weaken the condition of unboundedness, namely to non-precompactness (recall that for pre-
compact groups, the topological centre problem is trivial).
Theorem 3.4. Let G be a separable, not precompact group. Then there exists a sequence (ψn) ⊆
GLUC such that for every equi-LUC sequence (fn) ⊆ Ball(LUC(G)) there is a single function
f ∈ Ball(LUC(G)) such that the factorization
fn = ψn · f
holds for all n ∈ N.
Proof. The argument is similar to the one given for Theorem 3.3 but quicker. Since G is not
precompact, in view of Remark 2.8(ii), there exists a symmetric neighbourhood V of e such that
G cannot be covered by finitely many sets of the form sV 4t with s, t ∈ G. Let {xk | k ∈ N} be a
countable dense set in G, and set Kn := {x1, . . . , xn} for all n ∈ N.
For n˜ = (n,h) ∈ N × N we define Kn˜ := Kn and An˜ := V 2Kn˜.
We construct by induction a net (yn˜)n˜∈N×N satisfying
An˜y
−1
n˜
∩Am˜y−1m˜ = ∅ if n˜ = m˜.
To this end we well-order N × N by ≺w and impose that y−1n˜ /∈ A−1n˜ Am˜y−1m˜ for all m˜ ≺w n˜. This
is possible because each set A−1
n˜
Am˜y
−1
m˜
is of the form F1V 4F2 with finite sets F1,F2 ⊆ G.
Let the sequence of neighbourhoods {Ui}∞i=1, the pseudo-metric d and the functions un˜
(n˜ ∈ N × N) be as in the proof of Theorem 3.3. (Note that instead of (3.3) we will only use
un˜|Kn˜ ≡ 1.) Also, define the LUC-functions vn˜ (n˜ ∈ N×N) and f as before. Consider N with its
natural order, and let F be an ultrafilter on N which dominates the order filter. For h ∈ N, define
ψh := w∗- lim
n→F
δ
y−1
(n,h)
∈ GLUC.
To prove the factorization, note that, as before, for all (n,h), (m, k) ∈ N × N with (n,h) =
(m, k):
supp(ry(n,h)u(n,h))∩ supp(ry(m,k)u(m,k)) = ∅.
Using this and the fact that un˜|Kn˜ ≡ 1 (n˜ ∈ N×N), we have for all (n,h), (m, k) ∈ N×N, j ∈ N
with j m:
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r
y−1
(m,k)
ry(n,h) (u(n,h)fh)
)
(xj ) =
(
u(m,k)ry−1
(m,k)
ry(n,h) (u(n,h)fh)
)
(xj )
= (r
y−1
(m,k)
(
ry(m,k) (u(m,k))ry(n,h) (u(n,h)fh)
))
(xj )
= δ(n,h),(m,k)fk(xj ).
Since for any k ∈ N, both functions ψk · f and fk are continuous, we only need to check that
they coincide on the set {xj | j ∈ N}. For fixed j ∈ N, using the above, we obtain for all k ∈ N:
(ψk · f )(xj ) = 〈ψk, xj f 〉 = lim
m→F
(
r
y−1
(m,k)
(f )
)
(xj )
= lim
m→F
∑
n∈N
∑
h∈N
(
r
y−1
(m,k)
ry(n,h) (u(n,h)fh)
)
(xj )
= fk(xj ).
We thus obtain our factorization. 
4. The topological centres of LUC(G)∗ and GLUC
This section contains the main results of the paper. In particular, we shall employ Theorem 3.4
to completely determine the topological centres of LUC(G)∗ and GLUC for all second countable
groups G.
We shall start with relating the algebra Leb(G) of uniform measures (as defined in Section 2)
both with the measure algebra M(G) and the topological centre Zt(LUC(G)∗) for an arbitrary
topological group G. Let us briefly recall the definition and basic properties of M(G); in our
discussion we follow [7].
Definition 4.1. Let G be a topological group.
(1) A positive measure μ is called K-regular if
μ(E) = sup
E⊃K∈K
μ(K),
where K denotes the class of all compact subsets of G.
(2) A finite, complex Borel measure μ on G is called K-regular if |μ| is K-regular.
(3) By M(G) we denote the measure algebra of G, i.e., the collection of all finite, complex,
K-regular Borel measures on G.
Regarding (3) in the definition above we recall that the convolution of finite, complex, K-
regular measures on G may be defined in the usual way to give another K-regular measure; in
fact, M(G) with convolution is a Banach algebra. Moreover, M(G) is isometrically embedded in
LUC(G)∗ via integration.
For any topological group G, we shall denote by Ĝ the completion of G with respect to its
right uniform structure. As is well known, Ĝ is a subsemigroup of GLUC with jointly continuous
multiplication. Analogously to the above definition, one considers the measure algebra M(Ĝ ),
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of LUC(Ĝ )∗ = LUC(G)∗. Indeed, the topological semigroup Ĝ is C-distinguished, i.e., the real-
valued functions in Cb(Ĝ ) separate the points of Ĝ (for this, use, e.g., [17, Exercise 21.5.3]);
hence, by [10, Theorem 3.7], M(Ĝ ) with convolution product and the usual total variation norm,
is a Banach algebra.
Proposition 4.2. Let G be any topological group. Then we have
M(Ĝ ) ⊆ Leb(Ĝ ) = Leb(G) ⊆ Zt
(
LUC(G)∗).
Proof. A bounded, equi-LUC net of functions on Ĝ that converges pointwise to 0, converges
to 0 uniformly on compact subsets of Ĝ. Combining this observation with the K-regularity of a
measure μ ∈ M(Ĝ ), one easily deduces the first inclusion.
For the equality Leb(Ĝ ) = Leb(G), note that LUC(Ĝ ) can be identified with LUC(G), and
that the corresponding bounded equi-LUC sets coincide, as well as the topologies of pointwise
convergence on such sets.
To prove the last inclusion, let n ∈ Leb(G), and let (fα) ⊆ Ball(LUC(G)∗) be a net which
converges w∗ to 0. We need to show that, for every g ∈ LUC(G), we have 〈n · fα,g〉 → 0.
By definition, 〈n · fα,g〉 = 〈n,fα · g〉 and, since for every x ∈ G we have that (fα · g)(x) =
〈fα, xg〉 → 0, (fα · g) is a bounded net of LUC functions which converges pointwise to 0.
Moreover, the net (fα · g) is equi-LUC since, for all x ∈ G, we have that∥∥x(fα · g)− fα · g∥∥∞ = ∥∥fα · (xg)− fα · g∥∥∞  ‖xf − f ‖∞.
Hence, we get the desired convergence 〈n · fα,g〉 = 〈n,fα · g〉 → 0 since n is ρ-continuous. 
Remark 4.3. The inclusion M(Ĝ ) ⊆ Zt(LUC(G)∗) was shown for locally compact groups in [37,
Lemma 3.1]. An alternative proof for arbitrary topological groups is as follows. Fix μ ∈ M(Ĝ ).
Let (nα) ⊆ Ball(LUC(Ĝ )∗) = Ball(LUC(G)∗) be a net that converges to 0 in the w∗-topology.
We have to show that μ · nα → 0 (w∗). Fix f ∈ LUC(Ĝ ) = LUC(G). Then we have:
〈μ · nα,f 〉 = 〈μ,nα · f 〉 =
∫
Ĝ
(nα · f )(x) dμ(x) =
∫
Ĝ
〈nα, xf 〉dμ(x),
where the net of functions nα · f in LUC(Ĝ ) converges to 0 pointwise, is bounded, and—
as an easy calculation shows—is equi-LUC. Since μ ∈ M(Ĝ ) is K-regular, we conclude that
〈μ · nα,f 〉 → 0.
We shall now give the proof of the difficult inclusion for the topological centre of LUC(G)∗
which is the main application of our factorization results (Theorems 3.3 and 3.4). Our argument
follows the lines of [25, Satz 3.5.1] (see also [28]), which is concerned with locally compact
groups.
Theorem 4.4. Let G be a topological group.
(i) If G is separable and not precompact, then Zt(LUC(G)∗) ⊆ Lebs(G) = Leb(G).
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Proof. Let m ∈ Zt(LUC(G)∗). Consider a bounded, equi-LUC sequence of functions (fn) in
LUC(G) such that fn → 0 pointwise. In either case (i) or (ii), we only have to show that
〈m,fn〉 → 0. It is enough to prove that every convergent subsequence of (〈m,fn〉)n converges
to 0. Let (〈m,fnk 〉)k be such a sequence. Now we factorize the sequence (fn)n∈N. According to
Theorem 3.4 for case (i), and Theorem 3.3 for case (ii), there exist a sequence (ψn)n∈N ⊆ GLUC
and a single function f ∈ LUC(G) such that
fn = ψn · f
for all n ∈ N. Consider the subsequence (ψnk )k of (ψn)n. There exists a w∗-convergent subnet
whose limit we denote by E:
E := w∗- lim
γ
ψnkγ ∈ GLUC ⊆ Ball
(
LUC(G)∗).
Now, on the one hand, we have, using that m ∈ Zt(LUC(G)∗):
〈m,E · f 〉 = 〈m ·E,f 〉
= lim
γ
〈m ·ψnkγ , f 〉
= lim
γ
〈m,ψnkγ · f 〉
= lim
γ
〈m,fnkγ 〉
= lim
k
〈m,fnk 〉,
since the latter limit exists. On the other hand, we obtain for arbitrary x ∈ G:
(E · f )(x) = 〈E,xf 〉
= lim
γ
〈ψnkγ , xf 〉
= lim
γ
(ψnkγ · f )(x)
= lim
γ
fnkγ (x)
= lim
n
fn(x) = 0.
Thus we have E · f = 0, whence
lim
k
〈m,fnk 〉 = 〈m,E · f 〉 = 0,
which proves our claim. 
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logical centre of LUC(G)∗ in the sense that w∗-continuity of left multiplication by m ∈ LUC(G)∗
on GLUC only already implies that m ∈ Lebs(G). This phenomenon has first been observed, in
the locally compact case, in [25, Bemerkung 3.5.2]; see also [26]. In the intriguing recent mem-
oir [9], H.G. Dales, A.T.-M. Lau and D. Strauss introduce and study the concept of a dtc set
(i.e., a set which is determining for the topological centre), a notion that captures abstractly the
situation described above. In fact, it is shown in [9] that for every locally compact, non-compact
group G, there exists a 2-point dtc set in GLUC; see [13] and [18] for related results in the lo-
cally compact setting. Since the present paper characterizes completely the topological centre of
LUC(G)∗ for all separable groups G, one might now ask if two testing points are also sufficient
in the non-locally compact, non-precompact case.
Corollary 4.6. Let G be any separable, or any precompact group. Then the topological centre of
LUC(G)∗ equals precisely the algebra of uniform measures, i.e., Zt(LUC(G)∗) = Leb(G).
Proof. If G is separable and not precompact, this follows from Theorem 4.4(i) and Proposi-
tion 4.2. If G is precompact, the assertion is clear by Remarks 2.2 and 2.5(iv). 
To characterize the topological centre in terms of standard measure theory for a very large
class of groups, we shall invoke the following result.
Proposition 4.7. Let X be a complete, metric uniform space. Then the space M(X) of all finite,
complex, K-regular Borel measures on X coincides with the space Leb(X) of uniform measures
on X (defined analogously to Leb(G)).
Proof. This is [30, Theorem 2.1.3]; for proofs, see [24, Note, p. 18], [5], or [11]. 
We can now state one of the main results of this paper which gives a simple, complete de-
scription of the topological centre of LUC(G)∗ for a class of groups comprising every second
countable group.
Corollary 4.8. Let G be a topological group.
(i) If G is precompact, then Zt(LUC(G)∗) = LUC(G)∗.
(ii) If G is second countable, then Zt(LUC(G)∗) = M(Ĝ ).
Proof. For (i), see Remark 2.2. To show (ii), first note that since G is separable, our Corollary 4.6
implies that Zt(LUC(G)∗) = Leb(G) = Leb(Ĝ ). But G is metric, whence Proposition 4.7 applied
to X := Ĝ yields Leb(Ĝ ) = M(Ĝ ), as desired. 
Let us point out that in the locally compact case, our results hold without any further condition
on the group:
Theorem 4.9. Let G be a locally compact group. Then we have
Zt
(
LUC(G)∗)= M(G) = Leb(G).
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equality follows from [25, Korollar 3.1.5] (see also [29]). 
We shall now give yet another important application of our Theorem 4.4. In [8, Remark
(ii), p. 33], I. Csiszár formulates the following conjecture: if L ∈ Zt(LUC(G)∗) then we have
Lα · Mα w
∗→ L · M whenever Lα w
∗→ L and Mα w
∗→ M , where Lα,Mα,M ∈ LUC(G)∗. The ques-
tion is motivated by Theorem 1 in [8] which says that the above is in fact true if L is assumed to
be ρ-continuous, Lα,L are positive functionals, and the net Mα is bounded (note that the latter
condition is missing in the statement of [8, Theorem 1] but needed in the proof given there; we
shall therefore consider Csiszár’s conjecture only for bounded nets Mα). As Csiszár points out
(cf. [8, Remark (i), p. 33]), dropping the positivity conditions on Lα and L, while “interesting,” is
of course “irrelevant” from his main point of view, which is the one of probability theory. Hence,
his question is mainly concerned with the condition of ρ-continuity. Now, our Theorem 4.4(i)
shows that it is indeed possible to drop the latter condition—since it is automatically satisfied—
whenever G is separable and not precompact, thus answering partially Csiszár’s conjecture:
Corollary 4.10. Let G be a separable, not precompact group, and let L ∈ Zt(LUC(G)∗). Then
we have Lα ·Mα w
∗→ L ·M whenever Lα w
∗→ L and Mα w
∗→ M , where Lα,Mα,M ∈ LUC(G)∗ with
Lα,L positive and the net Mα bounded.
Finally, we shall turn to the description of the topological centre Λ(GLUC) of the semigroup
GLUC. To this end, let us consider the analogue of uniform measures in the context of the LUC-
compactification of G:
DL(G) := GLUC ∩ Leb(G) and DLs(G) := GLUC ∩ Lebs(G).
Clearly, DL(G) and DLs(G) are subsemigroups of GLUC. They may be characterized by the
following double limit criterion: m ∈ DL(G) (respectively, m ∈ DLs(G)) if and only if m can be
approximated in the w∗-topology by a net (xα) in G such that, given any bounded, pointwise
convergent, equi-LUC net (respectively, sequence) (fβ), we have:
lim
β
lim
α
fβ(xα) = lim
α
lim
β
fβ(xα).
We shall derive descriptions of Λ(GLUC) analogous to the ones given above for Zt(LUC(G)∗).
We start with an immediate consequence of our Proposition 4.2.
Proposition 4.11. Let G be any topological group. Then we have
Ĝ ⊆ DL(Ĝ ) = DL(G) ⊆ Λ(GLUC).
Remark 4.12. The inclusion Ĝ ⊆ Λ(GLUC) also follows from [12, Theorem 3.4], where a differ-
ent method is used.
Theorem 4.13. Let G be a topological group.
(i) If G is separable and not precompact, then Λ(GLUC) ⊆ DLs(G) = DL(G).
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Proof. This can be shown in the same way as Theorem 4.4 (cf. Remark 4.5). 
Corollary 4.14. Let G be any separable, or any precompact group. Then Λ(GLUC) = DL(G).
Proof. If G is separable and not precompact, use Theorem 4.13(i) and Proposition 4.11. If G is
precompact, the equality is obvious in view of Remark 2.2, which yields Λ(GLUC) = GLUC, and
Remark 2.5(iv). 
In order to derive a simple description of Λ(GLUC) for a very large class of second countable
groups, we need the following lemma. We recall that for a topological group G, the topological
semigroup Ĝ (i.e., its completion with respect to the right uniform structure) is a topological
group if and only if G admits a group completion; cf. [36, Theorem 10.15]. This in turn is the case,
for instance, if G is an almost SIN (= ASIN) group; cf. [36, Proposition 10.16]. A topological
group G is called ASIN if there is a neighbourhood U of e in G on which the left and right
uniform structures coincide. The class of ASIN groups comprises, for example, all topological
groups containing an open SIN group, and all locally precompact groups; see [36, Remark–
Definition 9.27].
Lemma 4.15. Let G be any topological group that admits a group completion (e.g., any ASIN
group). Then we have
M(Ĝ )∩ GLUC = Ĝ.
Proof. Note in the following that due to our assumption, Ĝ is a topological group. Let
m ∈ M(Ĝ ) ∩ GLUC. Then m ∈ M(Ĝ )+, hence there is a compact set K ⊆ Ĝ such that for all
f ∈ LUC(Ĝ ) = LUC(G) with 0  f  1 and f |K ≡ 0 we have m(f ) < 12 . Since m ∈ GLUC,
there is a net (xα)α∈I ⊆ G such that m = w∗- limα xα .
Now, assume towards a contradiction that there is a symmetric (open) neighbourhood V ⊆ Ĝ
of e such that for all α ∈ I we have xα ∈ Ĝ \ VK . For the topological group Ĝ, consider
the pseudo-metric d used in the proof of Theorem 3.3. Then d ∈ LUC(Ĝ × Ĝ ), and we have
d(x,K)  1 for all x ∈ Ĝ \ VK . Define f (x) := min{1, d(x,K)} (x ∈ Ĝ). Then f ∈ LUC(Ĝ ),
0  f  1, and f |K ≡ 0; thus, m(f ) < 12 . But xα /∈ VK for all α ∈ I implies that m(f ) =
limα f (xα) = 1, a contradiction. Hence, for any symmetric (open) neighbourhood V ⊆ Ĝ of e
there is αV ∈ I such that xαV ∈ VK . It now follows easily from the compactness of K that, if V
runs through a descending symmetric (open) neighbourhood base of e in Ĝ, some subnet of (xαV )
converges to some y ∈ K , whence m = y ∈ Ĝ. 
We are now ready to present another main result of this paper.
Corollary 4.16. Let G be a topological group.
(i) If G is precompact, then Λ(GLUC) = GLUC.
(ii) If G admits a group completion (e.g., G is ASIN) and is second countable, then Λ(GLUC) = Ĝ.
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Λ
(GLUC)= DL(G) = DL(Ĝ ) = GLUC ∩ Leb(Ĝ ).
Since G is metric, Proposition 4.7 implies Leb(Ĝ ) = M(Ĝ ), and we conclude by using
Lemma 4.15. 
Again, let us briefly recall the situation in the locally compact case.
Theorem 4.17. For a locally compact group G, we have
Λ
(GLUC)= Ĝ = G = DL(G).
Proof. Since G is locally compact, we have Ĝ = G. The equality Λ(GLUC) = G is the main result
of [21]; see also [22,27,35]. The last equality is obvious in view of Theorem 4.9 and the simple
fact that M(G) ∩ GLUC = G. 
We close by giving an application of our factorization theorems to automatic continuity of
module maps on LUC(G). (See [25, Satz 2.4.1] and [28] for general locally compact groups.)
Theorem 4.18. Let G be a topological group. Assume that G is separable and not precompact,
or G is ω-bounded and unbounded. Then every linear left LUC(G)∗-module map on LUC(G) is
automatically continuous.
Proof. Assume towards a contradiction that Φ : LUC(G) → LUC(G) is an unbounded linear
left LUC(G)∗-module map. Then there is a sequence (gn)n∈N ⊆ LUC(G) with ‖gn‖∞ = 1 and
‖Φ(gn)‖∞  n2 for all n ∈ N. Then (fn)n∈N, where fn := 1ngn, n ∈ N, is a sequence of functions
in LUC(G) such that ‖fn‖∞ → 0 and ‖Φ(fn)‖∞  n (n ∈ N).
Obviously, the sequence (fn)n∈N is bounded and equi-LUC. Our Theorem 3.3 (respectively,
Theorem 3.4, depending on the assumption on G) yields
fn = ψn · f (n ∈ N)
with functionals ψn ∈ GLUC ⊆ Ball(LUC(G)∗) and a single function f ∈ LUC(G). So we obtain
for all n ∈ N:
n
∥∥Φ(fn)∥∥∞ = ∥∥Φ(ψn · f )∥∥∞ = ∥∥ψn ·Φ(f )∥∥∞  ∥∥Φ(f )∥∥∞ < ∞,
a contradiction. Hence Φ is continuous. 
Acknowledgments
We would like to thank Jan Pachl for pointing out [30] to us and for his helpful suggestions—
in particular, for bringing to our attention the work on uniform measures. We are also grateful
to C.K. Fong, Michael Megrelishvili and Vladimir Pestov for stimulating discussions on (ex-
amples of) unbounded groups. Special thanks are due to the referee for his deep insight which
improved the paper significantly.
170 S. Ferri, M. Neufang / Journal of Functional Analysis 244 (2007) 154–171References
[1] A.V. Arhangel’skii, Classes of topological groups, Russian Math. Surveys 36 (3) (1981) 151–174.
[2] C.J. Atkin, Boundedness in uniform spaces, topological groups, and homogeneous spaces, Acta Math. Hun-
gar. 57 (3–4) (1991) 213–232.
[3] W. Banaszczyk, On the existence of exotic Banach–Lie groups, Math. Ann. 264 (1983) 485–493.
[4] H. Becker, A.S. Kechris, The Descriptive Set Theory of Polish Group Actions, London Math. Soc. Lecture Notes
Ser., vol. 232, Cambridge Univ. Press, 1996.
[5] I.A. Berezanskii, Measures on uniform spaces and molecular measures, Tr. Mosk. Mat. Obs. 19 (1968) 3–40 (in
Russian). English translation: Trans. Moscow Math. Soc. 19 (1968) 1–40.
[6] J.F. Berglund, H.D. Junghenn, P. Milnes, Analysis on Semigroups, Wiley–Interscience, New York, 1989.
[7] I. Csiszár, Some problems concerning measures on topological spaces and convolutions of measures on topologi-
cal groups, in: Les probabilités sur les structures algébriques, Clermont-Ferrand, 1969, in: Actes Colloq. Internat.
CNRS, vol. 186, Editions du CNRS, Paris, 1970, pp. 75–96.
[8] I. Csiszár, On the weak∗ continuity of convolution in a convolution algebra over an arbitrary topological group,
Studia Sci. Math. Hungar. 6 (1971) 27–40.
[9] H.G. Dales, A.T.-M. Lau, D. Strauss, Banach algebras on semigroups and their compactifications, preprint.
[10] H.A.M. Dzinotyiweyi, The Analogue of the Group Algebra for Topological Semigroups, Res. Notes Math., vol. 98,
Pitman, Boston, MA, 1984.
[11] V.P. Fedorova, Linear functionals and the Daniell integral on spaces of uniformly continuous functions, Mat.
Sb. 74 (116) (1967) 191–201 (in Russian). English translation: Math. USSR Sb. 3 (1967) 177–185.
[12] S. Ferri, D. Strauss, A note on the WAP-compactification and the LUC-compactification of a topological group,
Semigroup Forum 69 (1) (2004) 87–101.
[13] M. Filali, P. Salmi, Slowly oscillating functions in semigroup compactifications and convolution algebras, preprint.
[14] M. Grosser, V. Losert, The norm-strict bidual of a Banach algebra and the dual of Cu(G), Manuscripta Math. 45 (2)
(1994) 127–146.
[15] I. Guran, On topological groups close to being Lindelöf, Soviet Math. Dokl. 23 (1981) 173–175.
[16] E. Hewitt, K.A. Ross, Abstract Harmonic Analysis, vol. I, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1963.
[17] N. Hindman, D. Strauss, Algebra in the Stone–Cech Compactification, Theory and Applications, de Gruyter Exp.
Math., vol. 27, de Gruyter, Berlin, 1998.
[18] Z. Hu, M. Neufang, Z.-J. Ruan, Topological centres and their interrelationships, preprint.
[19] A.S. Kechris, V.G. Pestov, S. Todorcevic, Fraïssé limits, Ramsey theory, and topological dynamics of automorphism
groups, Geom. Funct. Anal. 15 (1) (2005) 106–189.
[20] A.T.-M. Lau, Continuity of Arens multiplication on the dual space of bounded uniformly continuous functions on
locally compact groups and topological semigroups, Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 99 (1986) 273–283.
[21] A.T.-M. Lau, J.S. Pym, The topological centre of a compactification of a locally compact group, Math. Z. 219 (4)
(1995) 567–579.
[22] A.T.-M. Lau, P. Milnes, J.S. Pym, Locally compact groups, invariant means and the centres of compactifications,
J. London Math. Soc. (2) 56 (1997) 77–90.
[23] L. LeCam, Remarques sur le théorème limite central dans les espaces localement convexes, in: Les probabilités sur
les structures algébriques, Clermont-Ferrand, 1969, in: Actes Colloq. Internat. CNRS, vol. 186, Editions du CNRS,
Paris, 1970, pp. 233–249.
[24] L. LeCam, Note on a certain class of measures, unpublished manuscript, 1970, http://www.stat.berkeley.edu/users/
rice/LeCam/papers/classmeasures.pdf.
[25] M. Neufang, Abstrakte Harmonische Analyse und Modulhomomorphismen über von Neumann-Algebren, PhD
thesis, Universität des Saarlandes, 2000.
[26] M. Neufang, A unified approach to the topological centre problem for certain Banach algebras arising in abstract
harmonic analysis, Arch. Math. 82 (2004) 164–171.
[27] M. Neufang, On the topological centre problem for weighted convolution algebras and semigroup compactifications,
Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., in press.
[28] M. Neufang, A characterization of equi-uniform continuity and a factorization theorem for families of functions in
LUC(G), preprint.
[29] M. Neufang, Isometric representation of convolution algebras as completely bounded module homomorphisms and
a characterization of the measure algebra, preprint.
[30] J. Pachl, Uniform measures and convolution on topological groups, preprint.
S. Ferri, M. Neufang / Journal of Functional Analysis 244 (2007) 154–171 171[31] V. Pestov, Free abelian topological groups and the Pontryagin–van Kampen duality, Bull. Austral. Math. Soc. 52
(1995) 297–311.
[32] V. Pestov, Topological groups: where to from here?, in: Proceedings of the 14th Summer Conference on General
Topology and its Applications, Brookville, NY, 1999, Topology Proc. 24 (2001) 421–502.
[33] V. Pestov, Dynamics of Infinite-Dimensional Groups and Ramsey-Type Phenomena, Publ. Mat. IMPA, Inst. Mat.
Pura Apl. (JMPA), Rio de Janeiro, 2005.
[34] I. Protasov, Combinatorics of Numbers, Math. Stud. Monogr. Ser., vol. 2, VNTL Publ., Lviv, 1997.
[35] I. Protasov, J.S. Pym, Continuity of multiplication in the largest compactification of a locally compact group, Bull.
London Math. Soc. (3) 33 (2001) 279–282.
[36] W. Roelcke, S. Dierolf, Uniform Structures on Topological Groups and Their Quotients, McGraw–Hill, 1981.
[37] J.C.S. Wong, Invariant means on locally compact semigroups, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 31 (1) (1972) 39–45.
[38] A. Zappa, The center of the convolution algebra Cu(G)∗, Rend. Sem. Mat. Univ. Padova 52 (1975) 71–83.
